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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 14th September, 2000 

No. TAMP/73/20d0-JNPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 49B of the Major Port Trusts 
Art, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby amends the Scale of Rates of the Jawaharlal Nehru 
Port Trust, as in the Order appended hereto, 

SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/73/2000-JNPT 

The Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) .Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 31st day of August, 2000) 

This case relates to a proposal of the Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) to amend its Scale of Rates by 
inclusion of a clause relating to the port dues collected on behalf of the Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) from the ships 
calling at the JN Port for using the MBPT chaimel. 

2 In its proposal, tlie JNPT has stated that, according to an agreement with the MBPT signed on 23 August, 
1989 relating to the ufle of the MBPT channel by ships calling at the JNPT, it is required to collect the applicable port 
dues of the MBPT The JNPT has also stated that, due to non-inclusion of this provision in the JNPT Scale of Rates, 
port-users were facing difficulties in recovering the same from their Principals Accordingly, the JNPT has proposed to 
include a condition in this regard in its Scale of Rates. 

3. Based on the records available, and based on a collective application of mind, it is observed as follows: 

(i) The MBPT entitled to charge 50% of the Port Dues on vessels entering into its port limits and proceeding to 
JNPT for cargo operations in terms of Section SOB of the MPT Act. 

(ii) This pracEce has been in vogue for nearly 11 years based on an agreement between the MBPT and the JNPT. 

(iii) The proposal of the JNPT is in deference to a request of users. 

4. In the result and for the reasons given above, the Authority approves amendment to the Scale of Rates for 
the JNPT by inserting the clause given below after the existing Schedule of Port Dues ; 






['‘TTnm—'!3r’T4] '»TTT5T TTsm ; T 

“Apart from the Port Dues of the JNPT mentioned above, an additional charge will be made as per the MBPT 
Tariff, which is as follows :— 

Vessels chargeable Rate of Port Dues Due how often chargeable 

__ per GRT _in respect of same vessels 

A vessel which enters the Mumbai Port limits 
but does not discharge or take in any cargo 
or passenger from the MBPT (with the 
exception of such unshipment and rc- 
shipment of cargo as may be necessary 
for purpose of repairs). 


S SATHYAM, Chairman 
[Advt./III/l V/143/2000/Exty ] 


72 of the Port Dues as per MBPT Once in the same month” 
Tariff. 


Printed by the Manager, UovL of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publicatiomi, Delhi-110034. 
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7, ff? ^ ^ 1^ 3foPT 7jT^r?j?qM ^ tor w 11 

^ey^'^r tR 3if¥^ ^ ^ ^icpf^ ^ftwt wt t, ftr?# 

^ 0.2% ^jo^rrjfTR % i 

#3fnM ^ 33 c^ t % ^cIhH ^ ^ B^frTrf^ ^ ^ ^ t, 

^q^jiftcTi TTn^ if. Tjf infSfTRR 3iR3iteffN3it yTfrrr ^ Tfre? cpr^f ^ f^rafcT ^ f^ 
0,3% ^ ^ ^ 3n;Rt^ ^ ^ t i ^ 

^sfrM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f^ Ri^ ^ ■cf^'H^ici ttt^ ^ t afR ^ 

^ ^ i i ^ t f^ ^ ^ 

mw ^ W 'ilfcmiTcT 7}^ f^cT 4 t T^re^fc^ ^ if a?R cpi% ^3^ TR f^WR ^ RT^ # I 

TTenf^r, trtwr R^tafrtM ^ ttikw ^ -Ffl^TST if yw>RPT Tm^r inwif^ci qrdrafcf ^ 
c^ ^ if 7^ 3TIWRR *7^ I 

■#3fpM Cf5 ^ cf^ ITH if 37^ ^ RTTfifcT ^ t I ^TRI^, '^Rf 

Rm TTidFncT ^ ^ ^ WR ^ ^R^ 3rm?7T^ ^ t i ri^riff^. TRfigaKtf ^ f^mn 

^ ^R FSFf ^ feR ^?f3iWr^ ^ TjIdRlcf sld*^ ^R 3R^ ^ Rid if HlC'^ d>R'l ^ fe1<^ Wld^odi 

cf^ ^ 3{W\ RR RTlfifcT ^ uTTcTr t I ^ RR^ RRR, #3Wl^ ^ Rf Rf^ 

R%RT f% arf^fcp RcRTRR «l^'|i| c^ RraicRcF ^ (3fsri?r RRR^f^ R^cT) eTPJ^ 7p^ I 

8 , an^RcfJ ^ ^ R# c^ RTR if f^RIRcff ^ RR^RRdT 7^ RRWR RT Rc^ RR^ ^ 

RteR qf^dFd ^ f^ TTIR^e^ d5t RRTRcff RR W 3T5^ t 1 RTRdjR cj^f 

^ R^ RTRIRIR ^ RfcT-^ff^ if f^RTR^ ^ ^ RfiT if R^ t I R? R^ RTRTRTR 
RRl^ 7{?f if xf^ R>RR t 1 R^g, RdRt-RRl^ flRT^ if ^ cj5t ^ ^ Rfecf%R ^ R# 
t, RUfif ^ RR^Rff RR R^ RR^ Rf^ R# % I Rf^RTRR:, RRR RTmt if 3IR^ ^ RH if 
^ RJtf RrTR^ RTTfifer R^ R^f t I RR^:, RftafpM ^ R?^ ^ RmiR RTlfifcf «R, .f^ 
RIR if HRT1^ RRT I T^xM ^ RR RTR, Rjt% ?RT Rlf^T^RW ^ RRR x^i?^ ^T 

RRT err, if 3fT^RR7 sTTR RfwT%R ^ 3I^R1R RfeR RRRt 7^ R^ Rf^RBd ^ %TR7ff 

^ RTRRTR RTifireT t I 

R^fR ^ffRSR ^ RfrRlf^ ^R^ R^ RTRR RTRRRR R^ ^ ^ RI^RTR, R? RT^^RR 3P% RR5 
xifR-RTR^ RRT^ if R^ Rfcff c^ f^RTRcf ^ RFT % I R^fR RIRTRTR cf> 1^ ^Rfl-RIR^ RRT^ 
if RrtRR ^ RR RTRRR R?^ R5TRRdt ^ x?^ RTT3R ^ ^ RR 31RR-3fRiR RRR 

^JRTRT ^ Rf^ if 3?Rm'-^Tc7R f^tR ^ ^ %ff ^ R%l4 f^RTR RRPT ^T Rf^ t j RRRR, 
rR R^ 7^ ^ f^RTRR ^ vRlcft ^ Rt R? 1%RT f^ ifRRTR' ^ RPft RR^aft ^TR TJR5RRTH 
R7R if rtf; ^ I ^Rlf^ 3IcFT-3fcFT RR^aff ^ RIR^ if ^ f^RTRR XR teR RRRT ^gf^lCRdTp 
RiR if RWR R^ ^ R7RJRT I ?Rf RltoRi ^ Rg "iff RndR^T^f % ^ WR trrt R1^/^ RTRTRIR 

IRRRTR^ cjRif^t^R^ RIRTRTR if 3n{2iR7R!gTRRT^^RRdt^RR^t^X{5&t I 

^ RtTR RTTRT (TFT^M^) 3ffR #XJRxM ^ RM ^ RcfjR ^ yRRTRt XR f^RR RR^ RRR 
?Rr RTf^fRRR if 5# ygjR R^f f^fifrai ejf | ^ RTR:^ ^ Rfiff^ RPR^ 3TT^ if ^ Rlf^IR^ 
^ XXRM€f 3fk RffxfRxM ^ ^Rdt RW5 Wif if RrTRR 7^ f^RRR x^f Rtsfj^ RRRlRt xR 
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W#II Wf Tm (3IT^) TR ^ cfT?]^ JfST «TT Ttfc^ 

f¥lciFfr ^ '^HPctd TjyJTi^ ttM ^it ti^ I 3r»% Ti^f? iFiMr^r sftr #cf£rM -^r ^ 

AM ^ ^ I 

^ TrP4^ ^r ^ ^alpM iithi^ici ^ ■#3tr# ^ ^ ^ 

^ if T?^ TRlf^cRT ^ ^ ^ ^ WIcT 

^ TW eiT 1 ^ cl^ t, ^ eRfJ 3?^ %T^ W^ITcI ^ 3RlITto ^ f^TfR TTHW 

^ ^ TI^ I 

?TT^ w^tr c^ ifp% ^rnTTfET ci^ tihP^h "^fech>i ^ 

t, ^ ^ ^FRrar ^ ^ tttet ^ Tm era? y?gTR ^ ^ ^ i Tirra re^ ira? cra^^fi^ 

araf^ ^ 4 cR 'HhP^h ^ A aRFRi ^ t, era ti? wl^raRR ^ gc[^ cr fVra cr% 

cpT wm cR TT^cIT % I f^R^r ■»% ^ TT? 3TRTT ^ mIR?! t ^nt^ cH ^i q fTT 

TR 3PT^ 4--6 ^ TETO ^^ fVRJ ^ fW^ B^RT I 

9. 3iT^^ ^ gonigriR suer r cr^ ^ «raM Tra? fcpi^ r arRn^ ^ 

^ ^f?BT t I ^ vJeerl'ia^ t f^ TifleT 3lfef>?R EBETeRfi ^i TjfeT cfTg^ c^ 

TIT^^ 3fg^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^ t 3fR "SRI g?T^' c^ ^ if f?Rf[ tdjt 

t RIT gc4I|g'HK 3IER R fcRU ylTeR t 1 

^ WT, WTeH RlRtr ^1 Die?Jc^ qif^ ^ ^ 3TlEfR ^1 \>^Wcl l ^ t I 
Tire^jpg? HR/Bra?i^/g:RngTiR anenRci ^ g?T ira> t i 3 tier c^ 

REra^lRRT RT RH BTI ■Snf^RRR ^ EZfR 3fra?f^cT RflT TBT t | ^ ‘•TFRIT ^ f?f? 

^ SraWRTT 'ra?T" THIBR ^ TRTel ^ TERft %, RR IRR ^ 7T^ ^Risit ^ 
ira?^ ^ Yt t I giT^ ifB -gBuT t Tfici5?jc^fj ^ ^wr^ 3JmT fJN ^ 3ig^R #^t 

wflg I RiH^cfjyui c^ xtB ^rrf^fcRtrr gcRugriR ci5t sicieiruti ^ c^ ^ 

^ TEWTT ^ ^ I RB t. Rflf^ #3tEM 3I«rai cjji^ ^ 

%, raf^ ti4 rbntrT 3^tT 31^ RTgsfr tube ifir et ?ffner t i Rra re^ Btt Eit^twr eTRt 
geRigriR e^ e^ rai^ 3(1^ gfWrE siertut r^ rert, rr ree ^stnM rIIr ebieirr I ' ^ 

gcRtgRR 3nRR EE RTR^ MRr ER^ El^t RcfRTR Eiffel RflfT ESI^ E}5^ 3igEf^ ^ REE?! t I 

• 

10. WEEJRf ^ E^ REI^ R^ISE?^ E^ ETR^ ^ ^ EIR^ ERI^ EfR^f ER^ 

cR ggRT BRTET t I BR^ RE}^ t f?E R^SEE^t EE SERIRr EIr eTERI ERIT Ef?ra|^ ^ 
Era1% BRE^ ^ ETW geHf EE EE R^IRTE^t R^R 3^ t | RB g^RT 

EIRE EETEt EE HTCgcR? E^ gisE gg^ fsIcRJd f^FR %, f^EI'T ET^ ^^ EETERERf E^ RnETf^RR if 
RE^ RRI % I RenfSl, E^sittM BR ETE EJ^t RitR ERE REFRT t sflE rR rIr RTTRU^R ET^ 
RTRlil t Rt EERTE EE^R RE ETEERI t I EETRRET, B^ ^ E^ER? cTET^ E^ RORTE ^ RIE 
R^lRTlE^t E^ RRER ^l-ScogcD E^ RT^ f^RTE EBERT EB ETEBRT t I RTREt^R ERE EE EEJEEf? ERtRIRt 
E]^ E^f^ R^tsnE^r (3f)E #g«c^ g^) eI? EST RRT^ RTEfl t | 
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11. MQ^IHcI' 3^ir^'' vST'T?' ^ cTefT €ZrR uTT^ c^ 3TIETR WTf^fcfr^tJj 

^Hei ^ rTfW ^i cP^cfT I JTTTi^ cf^T sfcj' f%T7 ^ «rToF^, viTsf ^ W 
TTlI^Icp^ ^fp^t '*15 F[tR •^I^H'I fcT^ 'Ml^l cfW iT? 'fHciWRT c^ tpFll—■»H«I^ y^TT^ ^ 

l^^rracT ^ ^PT Cp^ t, cPFT? ^ cT^-Vf^cm^ IPT cPH cp^ ^]ci^t 3T^ »Tif^ 

irgcT; it Tim i 

TTH. 3TtZTEff 

[fWR/IlI/lV/143/2000/3WI. ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 19th September, 2000 

No. TAMP/41/2000-COPT.—In exercise of the powers conierred under Section 48 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the representation from 
M/s. Shahi Shipping Limited for fixing Coastal tariff at the Cochin Port for import/export of motor vehicles, as in 
the Order appended hereto. 


SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/41/2000-COPT 


l^s Shahi Shipping Umitsd 


Versus 


Applicant 


The Cochin Port Trust 


Non<-app{lcant 


0-.Ft-P.£.Jt 

(Passed on this 31st day of August 2000) 


1.1 This case relates to a representation from M/s Shahi Shipping Limited (SSL) ■requesting 
for fixation of coastal tariff at all the major ports in general and in particular at the Chennai and 
Cochin ports for importing/exporBng motor vehicles Including utility vehicles by RORO Cartiers, 

1.2 In Its representation, the SSL has pointed out the possIblBlies of moving the 
automobiles manufactured at Chennai and Mumbai belts by sea between the ports of east and 
west coasts, parUcularty from Chennai to JNPT, Chennai to Cochin, and JNPT to Cochin. It 
has also mentioned that only the JNPT has a provision In its tariff schedule for coastal 
moverr»ent of motor vehicles and similar provision does not exist in the scales of rates of the 
Chennai and Cochin Ports, In this backdrop the SSL has requested this Authonty to fix a 
coastal tariff for Importingtexporllng motor vehicles by RORO carriers 
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2 The SSL had also approached Ihe Chennai Port Tnjst (CHPT) wtih Ihe proposal to fix e 
reasonable rate for coastal movement of cars between Chcnhal/JNPT/Mumbai by Pure Car 
Cartiers (PCC), However, the CHPT on Its own submttted a proposal for fixing wharfage rates 
for motor cars^eps/vans loaded In the RORO system. This Authority has already passed an 
Order on 19 July 2000 approving, wllh some modification, toe proposal of toe CHPT, In view 
of this development, toe representation of the SSL was registered as a case under toe Cochin 
Port Tnjst (COPT) for furfhor consideration. 

3, The COPT was requested to comment on toe representalion of toe SSL. In Its reply, 
the COPT has stated that the existing rate of wharfage for motor cars Is 0.2% ad valorem which 
Is less than toe wharfage at the CHPT. The COPT has also pointed out that it may consider a 
further reduction In toe rates. In case of a committed movement of certain quantum of cargo by 
the party through toe COPT. 

4.1 In accordance with the procedure prescribed, toe representation of toe SSL along with 
a copy of toe comments furnished by toe COPT was circulated to the concerned 
users/PBpresentaflve bodies of port users. 

4.2 The Indian National Ship-owners Association (INSA), toe Shipping Corporation of India 
(SCI) and the Cochin Custom House Agents Association (CCHAA) have requested this 
Authortty to consider the representaton of toe SSL favourably. The INSA & SCI have also 
requested this Authortty to consider fixing a concessional tariff for aH major ports for 
commodities moving along the Indian Coast In break bulk and also for coastal containers. 

5 A Joint hearing in this case was held on 11 August 2000 at the COpT. During the joint 
hearing, the SSL reiterated the ppints mentioned in Its representation and also pointed out that 
toe Major Port Trust Act, MS Act, inland Waterbase Act, etc were framed before toe full 
development of coastal shipping and, hence, did not contain any separate provision for coastal 
traffic. It had also pleaded for fixing of wharfage of motor cars at a unit rate and not on ad 
valorem basis, Further, toe SSL also requested for a reduction (n vessel related charges with 

reference to GRT In the case of PCC vessels since toe charges based on GRT would work 
adversely for PCCs. The COPT expressed Its wllingness to-consider toe proposal provided the 
SSL could commit to an acceptable volume of traffic. 

«> 

6. This case basically Involves two issues : 

(I) Fixing a wharfage rate for shipment of motor cars from toe COPT, 

(li) Grant of concession in toe wharfage for coastal movement of 
motor cars. 

7. In the Scale of Rates of toe COPT, toere Is no separate wharfage rate -prescribed for 
motor cars. That being so, wharfage on motor cars Is being levied under toe category of 
unspecified Items for which toe approved wharfage rate Is 0.2% ad valorem. 

The COPT has pointed out that the existing rate is even less than toe rate proposed by 
the CHPT. In toe case of CHPT, toe Authority has ak-eady approved a wharfage rate of 0.3% 
ad valorem for export of motor cars using RORO system. Viewed in tois perspective, toe 
existing wharfage rate applicable for motor cars in the Scale of Rates of toe COPT Is found to 
be reasonable and do not require any alterations. It is noteworthy that the COPT has also 
assured to consider a further reduction In the wharfage rate. In case of a committed volume of 
motor car traffic. The SSL, however, has not been able to give any assurance of toe volume of 
traffic it proposes to handle In future through the COPT. 

The COPT Scale of Rate does not contain a separate wharfage item for motor cars. 
Perhaps, toe miniscule volume of this traffic at present does not warrant such a specificalion. 
In order to avoid contusion In the minds of users, however, toe COPT is advised to Introduce a 
separate Item ot wharfage for motor cars In its Scale of Rates, when traffic picks up. While 
doing so, It wil he worthwhile for the COPT to Introduce volume discounts (i e , a siding scale) 
to encourage more throughput 
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8. The Rppl'cant has also requested foi' concessional rate of wharfage for coastal 
movement of motor cats citing the example of availability of such concession in the JNPT Scale 
of Rates. The Government Policy has been In favour of giving concessions In vessel related 
charges for coastal traffic. This is meant to be a step for promoting coastal traffic. But there is 
no such stated policy for giving concessions in cargo related charges although there is no 
legal bar to such action. Consequently, port tnjsts have not introduced any such concessions 
in their Scales of Rates. In fact, the COPT which had earlier incorporated such a provision 
went bacK to delete It The JNPT Scale of Rates, which was approved prior to the constitution 
of this Authority, does contain, as cited by the applicant a provision for concessional tariff for 
coastal movement of motor cars. 

In line with the polcy of the Govt of India to encourage coastal shipping, the Authonty' 
has so far been allowing concession to coastal vessels In ihe Vessel Related Charges. The 
matter of extending the concession to cargo related charges for coastal traffic is an issue of 
common concern to all the Port Trusts: and, as an issue on which separate decisions in respect 
of Individual Port Trusts can give rise to avoidable conflicts of Interests. Likewise, concession 
for coastal cargo, if allowed, shal be uniformly applicable to all commodities 'Mthout any 
discrimination. It may not, therefore, be conveniently possible to consider such a concession 
in the case of individual commodities. This Authority Is also aware that some of the Port Trusts 
are opposed to the idea of ports subsidising coastal traffic for easing pressure on road / rail 
traffic. 


Similar observations were made by this Autoonty whHe considering similar proposals 
from the Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) and the CHPT In Its orders relating to these cases, this 
Authority advised the MBPT and the CHPT to get Iheir proposals relating to extension of 
concession to cargo relafed charges discussed in the forum of the Indian Ports Association 
(IPA) so that a coordinated appraisal of its implications can emerge for final consideration. We 
have not received any feedback from the MBPT and the CHPT so far. 


During the Joint heanng in this case, the COPT has also agreed to take up this issue 
with the IPA to formulate a coordinated viewpoint about extending the concessions to the CRCs 
In coastal traffic. Til this happens, it may not be possible to consider the representation of 
SSL in an Isolated manner. 

Even though we have advised the ports to formulate a coordinated view of at the major 
port tmsts, It may be possible that the ports do not respond for a lengih of time, In cose Ihe 
port trusts fall to give a coordinated viewpoint within a reasonable period, this Aulhorlty can 
take a suo motu initiative to get this issue decided.. In any event it Is reasonably expected 
that this Authority will be in a position to decide on this subject within the next 4-6 months' 
time. 

9. The Applicant has also asked for adoption of a unit rate instead of prescribing the 
wharfage on an ad valorem basis. It is to be recognised that In most of toe major ports, 
including Cochin, there Is no separate rate in wharfage schedule for motor vehicles and It is 
classified as “other unspecified cargo" and charged on an ad valorem basis. 

Presently, there Is no uniformity in the basis of charging wharfage among toe Major 
Port Trusts. The wharfage schedule Is a mix of weight / unit / ad valorem based rates. The 
question of standardlsatton of the basis of wharfage has been engaging toe attention of this 
Authority, It Is to be recognised that the ad valorem concept may be relevant for collection of 
Tax’, but ports are collecting Tees' for services rendered. That being so. It is appropriate to 
have wharfage rates with reference to unit or weight While deciding on standarcHsatlon, this 
Authority shall also examine the possibility of doing away with the ad vatorem concept This is 
an issue, which is not confined either to the COPT or motor cars but relevant commonly .to ail 
the Major Ports and many of the commodities. Till a final view is taken by this Authority on the 
ad valorem approach, the existing method of prescribing wharfage on ad valorem basis in 
Major Port Trusts Including in the COPT Is allowed to conUnue. 

10 The SSL has also raised toe Issue of reduction in toe vesseKelated cnarqes with 
reference to GRT In the case of PCC vessels. It has argued that the vessel related charges 
based on GRT wll work adversely as GRT on PCC is very high when compared to its DWT. 
This issue is totally different from the main issue of wharfage on motor cars, which has been 
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agitated in the representation of the SSL. The COPT may, however, examine this demand 
further and come up with a proposal, If the demand is found justified. Incldentalty, we may also 
have to take a view about going back from GRT to DWT as a basis for levy of tariffe. 
IntematlonaHy the practice Is reported to be In favour of going by GRT (and, not DWT) for tariff 
purposes. 

11. In the result and for the reasons given above and based on a collective application of 
mind, this Authority hereby closes this case at this stage. Notwithstanding tie closure of this 
case, the SSL, like other agencies dealing with coastal movement of cargo, will automaticalty 
receive relief. If and when the Authority decides to Introduce a concession In cargo related 
charges for coastal trafflc commonly for ail major port trusts. 


S, SATHYAM, Chairman 
[Ad vt./Ii I/IV/143/2000/Exty.] 


Printed by the Manager. Oovt of India Press.Ring Road. Mnyapuri. New Dellii-I 1U0&4 
iHid Puhliihcd by theCoiurollcr of Publications, Dclhi-110054. 





